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(2) the government of the United States

should immediately encourage the United
Nations to establish an ad hoc committee for
the purpose of studying membership for Tai-
wan in that organization and its related
agencies.

Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, there are
more than 180 countries in the United
Nations. They range from the world’s
largest countries in area, in popu-
lation, in economic output, down to
some very small countries indeed,
countries that are smaller than some
counties in my own State of Illinois. I
have nothing against those small coun-
tries being members of the United Na-
tions. On the contrary, I feel that any
country capable of making a real con-
tribution to the activities of the Unit-
ed Nations should have the opportunity
to do so as a full member of that orga-
nization.

For that reason, it is all the more un-
fortunate that a country of 21 million
people, a country that has made great
strides in consolidating democratic in-
stitutions and practices, a country
that has become a significant economic
power and a major contributor to
international assistance efforts—that
such a country should find itself closed
out of the United Nations.

I am speaking, of course, of Taiwan.
Together with my cosponsor, Senator

BROWN, I am pleased to submit today a
Senate Concurrent Resolution that re-
affirms, as the sense of the Senate,
what many of us in this Chamber have
already concluded: That Taiwan de-
serves to participate fully in the Unit-
ed Nations as a full member, and that
the U.S. Government should encourage
the United Nations to begin studying
means to bring this about. Congress-
man SOLOMON introduced an identical
resolution, House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 8, earlier this month.

I would especially like to call my col-
leagues’ attention to a particular ele-
ment of this resolution: namely, that
in seeking membership in the United
Nations and other international insti-
tutions, Taipei does not intend to chal-
lenge the current international status
of Beijing. Rather, Taiwan would seek
admission as part of a divided nation.
There are precedents for this; this has
worked before. East and West Germany
were admitted to the United Nations as
separate parts of a divided nation;
North and South Korea were admitted
to the United Nations as separate parts
of a divided nation.

I am pleased that, last June, the Sen-
ate agreed to by voice vote a similar
resolution expressing the sense that
Taiwan should be brought into the
United Nations. There have been some
changes in the political makeup of the
Congress since then. I think that is all
the more reason, then, that the Senate
should go on record and affirm some-
thing that has not changed: Our sup-
port for Taiwan’s integration into
international institutions. I urge my
colleagues to support this resolution.

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED

UNFUNDED MANDATES ACT

GRAMM AMENDMENTS NOS. 149–150

(Ordered to lie on the table.)
Mr. GRAMM submitted two amend-

ments, intended to be proposed by him,
to the bill S. 1 to curb the practice of
imposing unfunded Federal mandates
on States and local governments; to
strengthen the partnership between the
Federal Government and State, local
and tribal governments; to end the im-
position, in the absence of full consid-
eration by Congress, of Federal man-
dates on State, local, and tribal gov-
ernments without adequate funding, in
a manner that may displace other es-
sential governmental priorities and to
ensure that the Federal Government
pays the costs incurred by those Gov-
ernments in complying with certain re-
quirements under Federal statutes and
regulations; and for other purposes; as
follows:

AMENDMENT NO. 149

At the end of the amendment, insert the
following:

‘‘( ) AMENDED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLU-
TIONS: CONFERENCE REPORTS.—If a bill or
joint resolution is passed in an amendment
form (including if passed by one House as an
amendment in the nature of a substitute for
the text of a bill or joint resolution from the
other House) or is reported by a committee
of conference in amended form, the commit-
tee of conference shall ensure, to the great-
est extent practicable, that the Director
shall prepare a statement as provided in
paragraph (1) or a supplemental statement
for the bill or joint resolution in that amend-
ed form.’’

AMENDMENT NO. 150

At the end of the amendment, insert the
following:

WAIVER.—Subsections (c) and (d) of section
904 of the Congressional Budget and Im-
poundment Control Act of 1974 are amended
by inserting ‘‘408(c),’’ after ‘‘313,’’.

LIEBERMAN (AND OTHERS)
AMENDMENT NO. 151

Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself, Mr.
KERRY, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. LAUTENBERG,
Mr. BUMPERS, Mr. DORGAN, Mr.
GLENNS, Mr. KERREY, Mr. WELLSTONE,
and Ms. MOSELEY-BRAUN) proposed an
amendment to amendment No. 31 pro-
posed by Mr. GORTON to the bill S.
supra; as follows:

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(6) EXCLUSION.—For purposes of paragraph
(1)(B), the term ‘Federal intergovernmental
mandates’ shall not include a provision in
any bill, joint resolution, amendment, mo-
tion, or conference report that would apply
in the same manner to the activities, facili-
ties, or services of State, local, or tribal gov-
ernments and the private sector.

LIEBERMAN (AND OTHERS)
AMENDMENT NOS. 151–154

(Ordered to lie on the table.)
Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself, Mr.

KERRY, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. LAUTENBERG,

Mr. BUMPERS, and Mr. DORGAN) submit-
ted four amendments intended to be
proposed by them to the bill, S. 1,
supra; as follows:

AMENDMENT NO. 151

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(6) EXCLUSION.—For purposes of paragraph
(1)(B), the term ‘‘Federal intergovernmental
mandates’ shall not include a provision in
any bill, joint resolution, amendment, mo-
tion, or conference report that would apply
in the same manner to the activities, facili-
ties, or services of State, local, or tribal gov-
ernments and the private sector.

AMENDMENT NO. 152

At the appropriate place, add the follow-
ing:

‘‘(6) EXCLUSION.—For purposes of paragraph
(1)(B), section 408(c), the term ‘Federal inter-
governmental mandates’ shall not include a
provision in any bill, joint resolution,
amendment, motion, or conference report
that would apply in the same manner to the
activities, facilities, or services of State,
local, or tribal governments and the private
sector.

AMENDMENT NO. 153

At the appropriate place, add the follow-
ing:

‘‘(6) EXCLUSION.—For purposes of paragraph
(1)(B), section 408(c), the term ‘Federal inter-
governmental mandates’ shall not include a
provision in any bill, joint resolution,
amendment, motion, or conference report
that would apply in the same manner to the
activities, facilities, or services of State,
local, or tribal governments and the private
sector.

AMENDMENT NO. 154

At the appropriate place, add the follow-
ing:

‘‘(6) EXCLUSION.—For purposes of paragraph
(1)(B), section 408(c), the term ‘‘Federal
intergovernmental mandates’ shall not in-
clude a provision in any bill, joint resolu-
tion, amendment, motion, or conference re-
port that would apply in the same manner to
the activities, facilities, or services of State,
local, or tribal governments and the private
sector.

KOHL AMENDMENTS NOS. 155–157

(Ordered to lie on the table.)
Mr. KOHL submitted three amend-

ments intended to be proposed by him
to the bill, S. 1, supra; as follows:

AMENDMENT NO. 155

In lieu of the language proposed to be in-
serted on page 24, line 21, insert the follow-
ing: ‘‘; and

‘‘(v) the bill, joint resolution, amendment,
motion, or conference report provides that
any State, local, or tribal government that
already complies with the Federal intergov-
ernmental mandates included in the bill,
joint resolution, amendment, motion, or con-
ference report shall not be ineligible to re-
ceive funds for the cost of the mandate, in-
cluding the costs the State, local, or tribal
government is currently paying and any ad-
ditional costs necessary to meet the new
mandate.

AMENDMENT NO. 156

In lieu of the language proposed to be in-
serted on page 24, line 21, insert the follow-
ing: ‘‘; and

‘‘(v) the bill, joint resolution, amendment,
motion, or conference report provides that
any State, local, or tribal government that
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already complies with the Federal intergov-
ernmental mandates included in the bill,
joint resolution, amendment, motion, or con-
ference report can be eligible to receive
funds for the cost of the mandate, including
the costs the State, local, or tribal govern-
ment is currently paying and any additional
costs necessary to meet the new mandate.

AMENDMENT NO. 157

In lieu of the language proposed to be in-
serted on page 24, line 21, insert the follow-
ing: ‘‘; and

‘‘(v) the bill, joint resolution, amendment,
motion, or conference report provides that
any State, local, or tribal government that
already complies with the Federal intergov-
ernmental mandates included in the bill,
joint resolution, amendment, motion, or con-
ference report shall be eligible, subject to
any conditions to receive funds for the cost
of the mandate, including the costs the
State, local, or tribal government is cur-
rently paying and any additional costs nec-
essary to meet the new mandate.

GLENN AMENDMENTS NOS. 158–159

(Ordered to lie on the table.)
Mr. GLENN submitted two amend-

ments intended to be proposed by him
to the bill, S. 1, supra; as follows:

AMENDMENT NO. 158

On page 2, line 4, after ‘‘Senate’’, insert ‘‘,
after third reading or at any other time
when no further amendments are in order.’’.

AMENDMENT NO. 159

At line 2, after ‘‘prohibit’’, insert ‘‘or pre-
vent’’.

BOXER AMENDMENT NO. 160

(Ordered to lie on the table.)
Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-

ment intended to be proposed by her to
the bill, S. 1, supra; as follows:

At the end of amendment No. 42 add the
following:
SEC. . SENSE OF THE CONGRESS REGARDING IL-

LEGAL IMMIGRATION.
It is the sense of the Congress that—
(1) the requirements of this Act relating to

Federal intergovernmental mandates should
apply to—

(A) any provision in legislation, statute, or
regulation, that would impose costs upon
State, local, or tribal governments to pro-
vide services to illegal immigrants; and

(B) any failure of the Federal government
to meet a Federal responsibility that results
in costs to State, local, or tribal govern-
ments with respect to illegal immigrants on
or after the date of enactment of this Act of
1995; and

(2) not later than 3 months after the date
of enactment of this Act, the Advisory Com-
mission on Intergovernmental Relations
should develop a plan for reimbursing State,
local, and tribal governments for costs asso-
ciated with providing services to illegal im-
migrants based on the best available cost
and revenue estimates, including—

(A) education;
(B) incarceration; and
(C) health care.

BINGAMAN AMENDMENTS NOS. 161–
163

(Ordered to lie on the table.)
Mr. BINGAMAN submitted three

amendments intended to be proposed
by him to the bill, S. 1, supra; as fol-
lows:

AMENDMENT NO. 161

Insert on p. 13, line 9:
‘‘(7) is a condition of receipt of a Federal

license.’’

AMENDMENT NO. 162

Insert on p. 13, line 9:
‘‘(7) constitutes a law enforcement provi-

sion relating to organized crime.’’

AMENDMENT NO. 163

Insert on p. 13, line 9:
‘‘(7) is a requirement for the treatment or

disposal of nuclear and hazardous waste.

GRAHAM AMENDMENTS NOS. 164–
166

(Ordered to lie on the table.)
Mr. GRAHAM submitted three

amendments intended to be proposed
by him to the bill, S. 1, supra; as fol-
lows:

AMENDMENT NO. 164

At the appropriate place, insert the follow-
ing:
SEC. . EFFECTIVE DATE.

Title III shall take effect on July 1, 1995.

AMENDMENT NO. 165

On page 6, strike line 3 and all that follows
through line 10, and insert the following:

‘‘(ii) would reduce or eliminate the amount
of authorization of appropriations for—

‘‘(I) Federal financial assistance that
would be provided to States, local govern-
ments, or tribal governments for the purpose
of complying with any such previously im-
posed duty unless such duty is reduced or
eliminated by a corresponding amount; or

‘‘(II) the exercise of powers relating to im-
migration that are the responsibility or
under the authority of the Federal Govern-
ment and whose reduction or elimination
would result in a shifting of the costs of ad-
dressing immigration expenses to the States,
local governments, and tribal governments;
or

AMENDMENT NO. 166

On page 16, between lines 12 and 13, insert
the following:

‘‘(iii) if funded in whole or in part, a state-
ment of whether and how the committee has
created a mechanism to allocate the funding
in a manner that is reasonably consistent
with the expected direct costs to each State,
local, and tribal government.

BOXER (AND OTHERS)
AMENDMENTS NOS. 167–168

(Ordered to lie on the table.)
Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Mrs. MUR-

RAY, Mr. FEINGOLD, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr.
CAMPBELL, Mr. SIMON, Mr. LAUTEN-
BERG, Mr. DODD, Mr. BAUCUS, Mr.
LEVIN, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Ms. MOSELEY-
BRAUN, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. PELL, Mr.
INOUYE, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mrs. FEINSTEIN,
Mr. REID, and Mr. WELLSTONE) submit-
ted two amendments intended to be
proposed by them to the bill, S. 1,
supra, as follows:

AMENDMENT NO. 167

At the appropriate place, insert the follow-
ing new section:
SEC. . SENSE OF THE SENATE CONCERNING

PROTECTION OF REPRODUCTIVE
HEALTH CLINICS.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that—
(1) there are approximately 900 clinics in

the United States providing reproductive
health services;

(2) violence directed at persons seeking to
provide reproductive health services contin-
ues to increase in the United States, as dem-
onstrated by the recent shootings at two re-
productive health clinics in Massachusetts
and another health care clinic in Virginia;

(3) organizations monitoring clinic vio-
lence have recorded over 130 incidents of vio-
lence or harassment directed at reproductive
health care clinics and their personnel in
1994 such as death threats, stalking, chemi-
cal attacks, bombings and arson;

(4) there has been one attempted murder in
Florida and four individuals killed at repro-
ductive health care clinics in Florida and
Massachusetts in 1994;

(5) the Congress passed and the President
signed the Freedom of Access to Clinic En-
trances Act of 1994, a law establishing Fed-
eral criminal penalties and civil remedies for
certain violent, threatening, obstructive and
destructive conduct that is intended to in-
jure, intimidate or interfere with persons
seeking to obtain or provide reproductive
health services;

(6) violence is not a mode of free speech
and should not be condoned as a method of
expressing an opinion;

(7) persons exercising their constitutional
rights and acting completely within the law
are entitled to full protection from the Fed-
eral Government;

(8) the Freedom of Access to Clinic En-
trances Act of 1994 imposes a mandate on the
Federal Government to protect individuals
seeking to obtain or provide reproductive
health services; and

(9) the President has instructed the Attor-
ney General to order—

(A) the United States Attorneys to create
task forces of Federal, State and local law
enforcement officials and develop plans to
address security for reproductive health care
clinics located within their jurisdictions;
and

(B) the United States Marshals Service to
ensure coordination between clinics and Fed-
eral, State and local law enforcement offi-
cials regarding potential threats of violence.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that the United States Attor-
ney General should fully enforce the law and
take any further necessary measures to pro-
tect persons seeking to provide or obtain, or
assist in providing or obtaining, reproductive
health services from violent attack.

AMENDMENT NO. 168

At the appropriate place insert the follow-
ing new section:

SEC. . SENSE OF THE SENATE CONCERNING
PROTECTION OF REPRODUCTIVE
HEALTH CLINICS.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that—
(1) there are approximately 900 clinics in

the United States providing reproductive
health services;

(2) violence directed at persons seeking to
provide reproductive health services contin-
ues to increase in the United States, as dem-
onstrated by the recent shootings at two re-
productive health clinics in Massachusetts
and another health care clinic in Virginia;

(3) organizations monitoring clinic vio-
lence have recorded over 130 incidents of vio-
lence or harassment directed at reproductive
health care clinics and their personnel in
1994 such as death threats, stalking, chemi-
cal attacks, bombings and arson;

(4) there has been one attempted murder in
Florida and four individuals killed at repro-
ductive health care clinics in Florida and
Massachusetts in 1994;

(5) the Congress passed and the President
signed the Freedom of Access to Clinic En-
trances Act of 1994, a law establishing Fed-
eral criminal penalties and civil remedies for
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certain violent, threatening, obstructive and
destructive conduct that is intended to in-
jure, intimidate or interfere with person
seeking to obtain or provide reproductive
health services;

(6) violence is not a mode of free speech
and should not be condoned as a method of
expressing an opinion; and

(7) the President has instructed the Attor-
ney General to order—

(A) the United States Attorneys to create
task forces of Federal, State and local law
enforcement officials and develop plans to
address security for reproductive health care
clinics located within their jurisdictions;
and

(B) the United States Marshals Service to
ensure coordination between clinics and Fed-
eral, State and local law enforcement offi-
cials regarding potential threats of violence.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that the United States Attor-
ney General should fully enforce the law and
protect persons seeking to provide or obtain,
or assist in providing or obtaining, reproduc-
tive health services from violent attack.

(c) nothing in this resolution shall be con-
strued to prohibit any expressive conduct
(including peaceful picketing or other peace-
ful demonstration) protected from legal pro-
hibition by the First Amendment to the Con-
stitution.

NICKLES (AND OTHERS)
AMENDMENT NO. 169

Mr. NICKLES (for himself, Mr. DO-
MENICI, and Mr. SHELBY) proposed an
amendment to amendment No. 31 pro-
posed by Mr. GORTON to the bill S. 1,
supra; as follows:

At the end of the pending amendment, add
the following:

(6) Notwithstanding any other provision of
this Act, an agency statement prepared pur-
suant to Section 202(a) shall also be prepared
for a Federal Private Sector Mandate that
may result in the expenditure by State,
local, tribal governments, or the private sec-
tor, in the aggregate, of $100,000,000 or more
(adjusted annually for inflation by the
Consumer Price Index) in any 1 year.

LEVIN (AND MCCONNELL)
AMENDMENT NO 170

Mr. LEVIN (for himself and Mr.
MCCONNELL) proposed an amendment
to the bill S. 1, supra; as follows:

On page 12, line 18, insert ‘‘age’’ after ‘‘gen-
der,’’.

WELLSTONE (AND DODD)
AMENDMENT NO. 171

Mr. WELLSTONE (for himself and
Mr. DODD) proposed an amendment to
amendment No. 31 proposed by Mr.
GORTON to the bill S. 1, supra; as fol-
lows:

At the end of the language proposed to be
inserted, add the following:

SEC. . CHILDREN’S IMPACT STATEMENT.
Consideration of any bill or joint resolu-

tion of a public character reported by any
committee of the Senate or of the House of
Representatives that is accompanied by a
committee report that does not contain a de-
tailed analysis of the probable impact of the
bill or resolution on children, including
whether such bill or joint resolution will in-
crease the number of children who are hun-
gry or homeless, shall not be in order.

LEVIN AMENDMENTS NOS. 172–177

(Ordered to lie on the table.)
Mr. LEVIN submitted six amend-

ments intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1, supra; as follows:

AMENDMENT NO. 172

On page 38, after line 25 insert the follow-
ing:
‘‘SEC. 205. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This title and the amendments made by
this title shall take effect with respect to
regulations proposed on or after January 1,
1996.’’

AMENDMENT NO. 173

On page 26, between lines 5 and 6 insert the
following:

(e) REQUESTS FROM SENATORS.—At the
written request of a Senator, the Director
shall, to the extent practicable, prepare an
estimate of the direct cost of a Federal inter-
governmental mandate contained in a bill,
joint resolution, amendment or motion of
such Member.

AMENDMENT NO. 174

On page 17, insert between lines 17 and 18
the following new paragraph:

‘‘(7) COMMITTEE DETERMINATIONS OF MAN-
DATE DISADVANTAGEOUS TO PRIVATE SECTOR;
WAIVER OF POINT OF ORDER.—If a committee
of authorization of the Senate or the House
of Representatives determines based on the
statement required under determines based
on the statement required under paragraph
(3)(C) that there would be a significant com-
petitive disadvantage to the private sector if
a Federal mandate contained in the legisla-
tion to which the statement applies were
waived for State, local and tribal govern-
ments or the costs of such mandate to the
State, local, and tribal governments were
paid by the Federal Government, then no
point of order under subsection (c)(1)(B) will
lie.

AMENDMENT NO. 175

On page 33, strike out lines 9 through 12
and insert in lieu thereof the following:
SEC. 107. SENATE JOINT HEARINGS ON UN-

FUNDED FEDERAL MANDATES
No later than December 31, 1998, the Senate

Governmental Affairs Committee and the
Senate Budget Committee shall hold joint
hearings on the operations of the amend-
ments made by this title and report to the
full Senate on their findings and rec-
ommendations.
SEC. 108. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This title and the amendments made by
this title shall—

(1) take effect on January 1, 1996;
(2) apply only to legislation considered on

or after January 1, 1996; and
(3) have no force or effect on and after Jan-

uary 1, 2002.

AMENDMENT NO. 176

On page 24, line 18, strike out ‘‘mandate to
be ineffective’’ and insert in lieu thereof
‘‘mandate to be ineffective as applied to
State, local, and tribal governments’’.

AMENDMENT NO. 177

On page 14, line 19 strike ‘‘expected’’.
On page 22, line 12 strike ‘‘estimated’’.
On page 22, line 22 strike ‘‘estimated’’.
On page 23, line 2 strike ‘‘estimated’’.
On page 23, line 4 and 5 strike ‘‘a specific

dollar amount estimate of the full’’ and in-
sert in lieu thereof ‘‘the’’.

On page 24, line 8 strike ‘‘estimated’’.
On page 24, line 15 strike ‘‘estimated’’.

DORGAN (AND HARKIN)
AMENDMENT NO. 178

(Ordered to lie on the table.)
Mr. DORGAN (for himself and Mr.

HARKIN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by them to the
bill, S. 1, supra; as follows:

At the end of the bill, add the following:

TITLE V—INTEREST RATE REPORTING
REQUIREMENT

SEC. 501. REPORT BY BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF
THE FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 30
days after the Board or the Committee takes
any action to change the discount rate or
the Federal funds rate, the Board shall sub-
mit a report to the Congress and to the
President which shall include a detailed
analysis of the projected costs of that action,
and the projected costs of any associated
changes in market interest rates, during the
5-year period following that action.

(b) CONTENTS.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall include an analysis of the
costs imposed by such action on—

(1) Federal, State, and local government
borrowing, including costs associated with
debt service payments; and

(2) private sector borrowing, including
costs imposed on—

(A) consumers;
(B) small businesses;
(C) homeowners; and
(D) commercial lenders.
(c) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-

tion—
(1) the term ‘‘Board’’ means the Board of

Governors of the Federal Reserve System;
and

(2) the term ‘‘Committee’’ means the Fed-
eral Open Market Committee established
under section 12A of the Federal Reserve
Act.

DORGAN AMENDMENT NO. 179

(Ordered to lie on the table.)
Mr. DORGAN submitted an amend-

ment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill, S. 1, supra; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the follow-
ing:
SEC. . CALCULATION OF THE CONSUMER PRICE

INDEX.
(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate makes the fol-

lowing findings:
(1) The Chairman of the Board of Gov-

ernors of the Federal Reserve System has
maintained that the current Consumer Price
Index overstates inflation by as much as 50
percent.

(2) Other expert opinions on the Consumer
Price Index range from estimates of a mod-
est overstatement to the possibility of an
understatement of the rate of inflation.

(3) Some leaders in the Congress have
called for an immediate change in the way in
which the Consumer Price Index is cal-
culated.

(4) Changing the Consumer Price Index in
the manner recommended by the Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve System
would result in both reductions in Social Se-
curity benefits and increases in income
taxes.

(5) The Bureau of Labor Statistics, which
has responsibility for the Consumer Price
Index, has been working to identify and cor-
rect problems with the way in which the
Consumer Price Index is now calculated.

(6) Calculation of the Consumer Price
Index should be based on sound economic
principles and not on political pressure.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that—
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(1) a precipitous change in the calculation

of the Consumer Price Index that would re-
sult in an increase in income taxes and a de-
crease in Social Security benefits is not the
appropriate way to resolve this issue; and

(2) any change in the calculation of the
Consumer Price Index should result from
thoughtful study and analysis and should be
a result of a consensus reached by the ex-
perts, not pressure exerted by politicians.

DORGAN (AND OTHERS)
AMENDMENT NO. 180

(Ordered to lie on the table.)
Mr. DORGAN (for himself, Mrs.

KASSEBAUM, AND MR. REID) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by them to the bill, S. 1, supra; as fol-
lows:

On page 38 after line 25, insert the follow-
ing:
SEC. 205. TERMINATION OF REQUIREMENTS FOR

METRIC SYSTEM OF MEASUREMENT.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b)

and (c) and notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, no department, agency, or other
entity of the Federal Government may re-
quire that any State, local, or tribal govern-
ment utilize a metric system of measure-
ment.

(b) EXCEPTION.—A department, agency, or
other entity of the Federal Government may
require the utilization of a metric system of
measurement by a State, local, or tribal gov-
ernment in a particular activity, project, or
transaction that is pending on the date of
the enactment of this Act if the head of such
department, agency, or other entity deter-
mines that the termination of such require-
ment with respect to such activity, project,
or transaction will result in a substantial ad-
ditional cost to the Federal Government in
such activity, project, or transaction.

(c) SUNSET.—Subsection (a) shall cease to
be effective on October 1, 1997.

On page 41, between lines 2 and 3, insert
the following:

(4) TREATMENT OF REQUIREMENT FOR METRIC
SYSTEMS OF MEASUREMENT.—

(A) TREATMENT.—For purposes of para-
graphs (1) and (2), the Commission shall con-
sider requirements for metric systems of
measurement to be unfunded mandates.

(B) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph, the
term ‘‘requirements for metric systems of
measurement’’ means requirements of the
departments, agencies, and other entities of
the Federal Government that State, local,
and tribal governments utilize metric sys-
tems of measurement.

f

NOTICES OF HEARINGS

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND
FORESTRY

Mr. LUGAR. Mr. President, I would
like to announce that the Committee
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry will hold a full committee hear-
ing on Tuesday, February 7, 1995, at
9:30 a.m., in room 332 of the Russell
Senate Office Building. The topic for
the hearing is ‘‘What Tax Policy Re-
forms Will Help Strengthen American
Agriculture and Agribusiness?’’ For
further information, please contact
Katherine Brunett of the Agriculture
Committee staff at 244–9778.

Mr. President, I would like to an-
nounce that the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry will
hold a full committee hearing on Tues-

day, February 14, 1995, at 9:30 a.m., in
room 332 of the Russell Senate Office
Building. The topic for the hearing is
‘‘What Regulatory Reforms Will Help
Strengthen Agriculture and Agri-
business?’’ For further information,
please contact Terri Nintemann of the
Agriculture Committee staff at 244–
3921.

f

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
Armed Services be authorized to meet
at 9:30 a.m. on Thursday, January 19,
1995, in open session, to receive testi-
mony on the condition of the Armed
Forces and future trends.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND
TRANSPORTATION

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation be allowed to meet during the
Thursday, January 19, 1995, session of
the Senate for the purpose of conduct-
ing a hearing on the issue of the nomi-
nation of Robert Pitofsky, of Mary-
land, to be Federal Trade Commis-
sioner.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources be
granted permission to meeting during
the session of the Senate on Thursday,
January 19, 1995, for purposes of con-
ducting a full committee oversight
hearing which is scheduled to begin at
2 p.m. The purpose of the hearing is to
review the implications of the North
Korean nuclear framework.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COMMITTEE ON LABOR AND HUMAN RESOURCES

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
Labor and Human Resources be author-
ized to meet for a hearing on oversight
of Jobs Corps, during the session of the
Senate on Thursday, January 19, 1995,
at 10 a.m.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
Rules and Administration be author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Thursday, January 19, 1995,
at 9:15 a.m., to hold hearings on Senate
committee funding resolutions. The
committee will receive testimony from
the chairmen and ranking members of
the following committees: Intelligence,
Appropriations, Labor, Indian Affairs,
Commerce, Banking, Governmental Af-
fairs, Veterans’ Affairs, Armed Serv-
ices, Environment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

CHECHNYA AND THE FUTURE OF
RUSSIAN CIVIL SOCIETY

∑ Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, I am sure
that, like me, my colleagues in this
Chamber have been appalled by the pic-
tures coming out of Chechnya. There is
a grim familiarity to the events taking
place there. Massive military force
sent by Moscow to take on lightly
armed, or unarmed, civilians: this is
something we saw in Hungary in 1956,
in Czechoslovakia in 1968, in Afghani-
stan in 1979. We hoped we wouldn’t see
it again.

With Chechnya, though, we are also
seeing something new, and very signifi-
cant. With the exception of the
ultranationalists on the one hand, and
the diehard pro-Yeltsin camp on the
other, Russian public opinion has risen
up in outspoken opposition to a war
they feel is not worth the cost. Not
worth the cost in lives; not worth the
cost in money; not worth the cost to
Russia’s name in the world commu-
nity.

Freedom of speech is one of the foun-
dations of a democratic system, and
there’s no guarantees that that free-
dom, or that democracy itself, have
taken permanent root in Russia. But
the reaction of the Russian public to
the war in Chechnya is a heartening in-
dication that the first shoots of a civil
society are beginning to appear in Rus-
sia.

In a recent column William Safire
makes this point very well, contrasting
the tumultuous energy of Russia’s po-
litical environment with the deceptive
stability of one-party rule in China. I
ask that Mr. Safire’s column ‘‘Yeltsin’s
Tiananmen,’’ be printed in the RECORD
in full.

The column follows:
YELTSIN’S TIANANMEN

WASHINGTON.—Which great power is more
unstable today—China or Russia?

The quick answer, of course, is Russia. The
elected leader, Boris Yeltsin, is besieged in
Moscow after his bloody siege of Grozny,
capital of the Connecticut-sized breakaway
republic of Chechnya.

Russian television showed vivid pictures of
the bombing of that city even as it showed
Yeltsin saying it wasn’t so; then the cameras
showed Yeltsin upbraiding his Defense Min-
ister for making him look like a liar.

As Helmut Kohl telephoned to tell him
that world opinion frowns on the savage
method his Russia Federation is using to
preserve its borders, Bill Clinton wrote a
‘‘Dear Boris’’ letter reaffirming support of
Federation unity but stressing how ‘‘dis-
tressed’’ he is at civilian deaths and suggest-
ing mediation by an organization of 53 na-
tions.

What’s Yeltsin to do? The Chechens are
dead serious about secession. If Russia lets
Chechnya go, other Causasian dominoes will
fall and Moscow will be denied the Caspian
oil it needs to rule a hundred nationalities
across 11 time zones.
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